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Amdt. Dated March 18, 2005 

Reply to Office action of Oct. 20, 2004 



REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



Claims 1-21 are pending in this case. Claims 1-19 have been rejected. Claim 3 has been 
cancelled by this amendment. Dependent claim 4 has also been amended for a minor editorial 
change. Dependant claims 20 and 21 have been added to show additional detail. No new matter 
has been added. 

The Examiner objected to the drawings under 37 C.F.R. § 1. 83(a) for not showing an 
adjustable seat, as described in claim 3. Claim 3 has been canceled to remove reference to the 
feature of the optional adjustable seat. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1, 2, and 4-19 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being 
anticipated by Tseng. The Applicant respectfully invites the Examiner's consideration of the 
Appendix, which includes an Affidavit under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131 showing invention prior to 
application by Tseng. 

The Examiner had rejected claim 3 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being xmpatentable over 
Tseng for obviousness. Because claim 3 has been cancelled, this rejection has been rendered 
moot. 

All claims now in the application, namely claims 1, 2, and 4-21, are deemed patentably 
distinguishable over the art applied and noted, but not relied upon. Accordingly, Apphcant 
respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this case. 



March 18, 2005 

(757) 499-8800 
Williams Mullen 

222 Central Park Avenue, Suite 1700 
Virginia Beach, VA 23462 




Respectfully submitted. 
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APPENDIX 

An Affidavit under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131 by Robert A. Gaylord is attached following this page. 

994557v2 
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